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All-American |
Hero Greeters |
Meet To-night,

Patriots Opposing Hearst as
Weleomer Will Gather in
Madison Squace Garden

Soldiers To Be ]’rvsenli

Men Who Spurned May-
or’s Committee Among

Those 1o Take Pal‘ti

|
Patriots of New York who want to |

seo homecoming soldiers, satlors

the

s receive a sincere American |
meeting H‘I—I
The

hold &
dison Square Garden,
g will be under the auspices of

maas

he Iudependent Citizens' Committes
I Welcome, which was erganized by
fending New York citizens as a pro-
test against Mayor Ilylan's appoint-|
ment of William Randelph Hearst to!
the chairm hip of one of the com-

mittees designated o receive troops.

A large section of the Garden will
be reserved for men in uniform whose
efficial welcome home was at the hands
of the committes with which Hearst is |
identified. Some of New York's mosat
prominent citizens wiil ba in the boxes.

Among thes. will be sdores who ra-
fused to =crve on the sanme body as
Hearst and who started the movement
for the “all-American® Independent |
Citizens® Committon, |

Princeton President in Chair |

John  Crier  Hibben, president of
Fiin n University, will be ehairman,
H speakors will be: the Rev. Dr.

L niing, rector of Teinity
James M. Beck, the Rev, Tir.
Cadman, H. Montagu Donner,
he Finland Constitutional
Itrew, the Hev. Father
Clifford and the Rev. Br.
Music will be fur-
k it Regiment Band.
wsenh Barondess and 100 singers from

Davison ronewed
sitation to men in uni-

tnd the meeting “and see
New York replly wants to welcome
' Men in uniform will be nad-

The doors of the Garden

onen 6wy e I .
Those Who Have Boxes
reserved

Among those who  have
1 to-night aye:

LWL e

Lavison,

Bl
A, Hird
among the

moro |
anizations which will

tzens® Committee of
ing to-night:

Commitioss,

ptatod Franee,

Socisty

Amer-

¢ Llp-uper
1ittea for 1
Cluty,,  Awy

Canto Clu
1 fLe

b, Clio Club,
| New York,
Daughters of |
pier ; Daugh- |

the Loval Jle-
Edward Everstt
Chapter, D, A, R.:
tiady, Girl Pioneers: of
Club, ‘Harlem Pa-
Intprngtional

Yorkers,
Sanlon, e
+ L=

b,

lptors

¥ Training
Sucicty for
iety. Fa-
|I'if.|sm| Security

Na-

d
nsteir

W

ubi

i« Women
Women's M

1=
Wall Strest

Sturdy, Sngietn
smerican 'Waoman
lenal Cammitten of
tee Hesding Club,
e Asoctation and

Nsitionnl

o, >

ce o S
Committees fn Charge
Members of the oxee

whaTT utive committoe

|
|
had eharge of the Miss medt- ;

o= Stewart Davison (chairman),

Hurd, Ca el (. FB. Ly-

bi Jowneph ¢ verman, D,

. m « Manning, Mra John Blair,
\.1 linm' Js Miss Maude Wet-

rxir»r . .l nry Morgenthow, and Taylor
h-.-l Former Juduee Willlam B, Cohen

& ¢ an of the mumbership cam- |

hin aide

are: Miss Rohin-
Williem H. Wiliams and |
Hendersan, The members of |
. ommittyo on arrangements, of
which Mr. Hurd Is chiairman, are B, W,
Kelley, ltr, Hownrd Duffteld, and J
Howes Burton. : '

Awmeng the many lettors riceived by
the Citizens' Committee of Welcome
and mads public yesterday were:

Color Sergeant Harry D, Odell, 715t
Infuntry, New York luard “Kindly
earoll my name for the work, 11 there
i anything I ean do esll on me. I ean-
not refrain from dropping you u ling to
et you know that 1 am with you heart
=nd "lnll."

Benjamin J. Stern- ) hasten to Jot |
you know [ will be glad to have m)"

an Smit
Alfred B,

the

ngme pdded to the Citizens Committee
af Weleoma,
Daughiers of Pennsyivania In Now
York—“It was our unanimous deginion
thut we pledge our support to the ine
dﬁaa:.ndent eiti ! ecommittee,” )

4. Caldw ‘I am happy to join
:‘h:.ﬂmwemut of the eitizens' commit-

R
K

| stoek,

Decision
Gave

tontinued from page 1

John T. Stuyvesant were special at-
torneys for the Hearst organization.
Guthrie B, Plante, of Morris, Plante &
Saxe, represented the interests of the

cther defendant newspapers, the
“Sum MMail,”  “Herald,”  “Times,”
“Globe," “Fyening Post,” “Journal of
Conunerce,” and of the Publishers'

Associntion.

Justice Benediet in his decision suys,
In narts

“This (s a motion bey the plaintiff, a
rowsdsaler, for an injunetion pendente
lite restraining the defendants, who are

| publishers and distributers of certain

New York newspapers, from refusing to
deliver to the plaintiff the respective
newspapors published by defendants
above numed (other than the defendant
sStar Company), eéxeept upon the con-
ditien that the plaintiff shall handle
ind retail ail the newspapers published
by ull the defendant publishers without
diseriminadon, including tha news-
pupers published by the defendant Star
Coempany, i. e, ‘The New York Ameri-
can' snd '"The Evening Journal.! The
setion is brought to obtain a permanent
injunction.

“The complaint alleges that the
pluintilT conducts o store for the sale
of newspapers, mbgazined, stationery
and cigars and simitlar articles at 240
Flutbush Avenue, Brooklyn, It further
alleges that the defendants ‘owned and

Ing newspapers civculated in the City
of New Yark and in the Borough of
rouklyn with the exceplion of The
v York Tribune and the local nows-
ipers published in the said Borough
Brouklyn. That the American News
Company has an almost complete mo-
nopoly of the business of supplying
retailers with morning newspiapers;
that at the present time none of the
important morning newspapers pub-
lished in New York City, except The
Tribune, can be obtained hy retailers
otherwise than through the American

 News Company,

Declined Hearst Papers

“Plaintiff further alleges that prior
Lo August 10, 1918, he dealt in all the
New York newspapers, hoth morning
and evening; thut prior to that date he
purchased and sold on weekdays up-
ward of 250 of the New York evening
papers; that at the time of the dec-
luration of war by the United States
the plaintift had been carrying for sale
newsapapers poblished in the German
language; that thereafter;, and prior
to August 19, 1818, plaintifT discon-
tinued the sale of certain newspapers
published in a foreign langusge; that
during the same time the demand by
plaiutifs customers for ‘The New York
American’ and ‘The New York Evening
Journal' fell off, and many customers
objeeted to the display of these two
pepers in plaintiff’s store, and many

controlled substantially all of the lead- |

1

customers told plaintifi that they would |

not continue to patronize him if he |

continued to earry said papers in
That the sale of the said two
rapers became no longer profitable to
pliintiff; that by reason of these facts,
and because, as plaintiff alleges, he

himself believed the said papers to be

\

iearsi in Newsman’s Fight

—

unpatriotic and anti-American and did
not wish to deal in them, he discon-
tinued entirely earrying in stock for
gale ‘The New York American' and
‘The New Yonk Evening Journal.'

|
not
| through the Ameriean News (lompany |

be aupplied by said mmnber”

ngencics unleas all orders for all pa-

atlidavit of Louis Wiley, the business
manager of She New York Timea Com-
pany, at folio 18 thereof, states ‘Lthe
matter wis made the subject of confer-
between representatives of “The
other

ind  representatives of

| New York papers, and, as a result of

“That during the winter of 1417 and |

1918 the defendants, through the Pub-
lishers' Association of New York, fixed
the price of all papers published hy the
defendant publishers at 2 conts per
copy vetail and to the newsdealers at
$1.40 per 100 copies, without the privi-
loge of returning unsold copies; that,

therefore, the terms were modificd hy |

allowing the dealers to roturn unsold
copies until about July 15, 1918, when
the return privilege was withdrawn by
order of the War Industries Board.
“That the plaintiff and other dealars

such econferencesz, it was decided, s a
defensive matter, that the publishers
thus threatened would refuse to sell
their newspapers to any newsdealer|
who ingupurated a astrike by boyeott |
anc refusing to handle any one or more
of such newspapers * * * that in
arder to rive offect to the decision
reached by the publishers = ' °
the Publishers' Association was re-
quested by the interested publishers
ta notify the Ameriean News Company
that their napers were not to he sup- |
plied to the newsdealers through lhe|

pers wers taken out ag usual' and t'nc|
|

ragency of the Amerieun News Company

wished to discontinue hias orders for!

'The New York American’ and ‘The New
York Evening Journal,' but that the de-
fendant Star Company, Ine., by its
servants and distributing agents, re-
fused to disgontinue any orders for
‘The New York Ameriean' and *The
New York Bvening Journal, althongh
requested to do so by the plaintiff snd
other newndealers.

“The complaint further alleges that
the Ameriean News Company, and ils
sgentd, and as agent for the o
fendants, have threatened, and con-
tinue to threaten, nat to sell and de-
liver fo plaintiff copies of any New
York newspaper unless plaintiff re-
sumes the purchase and sale of ‘The
New York American' and ‘New York
Evening Journal® in the same manner

and to the same extent as prior 1o
August 19, 1918,

| eustomed

It further nlleges that since August19, |

1918, the defendants, who are the pub-
lishers of the New York evening papers,
with the exeeption ol ‘The New York
Lvening Post,’ have refused to scll to
the plaintiff, alter due demund, any
copies of such evening papers, und the
plaintiff has thereby been prevented
from selling any copies of any of tha
cvening papers published by said de-
fendants;, and that since the first day
of Sopteraber, 1918, the New York

Evening Post Company has rofused to |
sell and deliver to plaintiff, after de- |

mand, any copies of ‘The New York
Evening I"osl.’

“The complaint furthor alleges (hnt
tha defemdents have further harassed
and annoyed the plaimtif and inter-
fered with the plaintiff’s husiness, and
with the busines of other newsdealers,
by picketing in front of the said nows
denlers' stands and places of business,

“The afidavits and roply affidavita
submitted on thia application are volu-
minous, and deal with some matters
which seem to have little, if any, hear-
ing on the merits of this application,
but the main contentions of the plam-
tiff regarding the facts are not
puted.

“For example, it is admitted by the
affidavit of the defendant Palmer ‘that
¢ onent, a5 secretary of said associ-
ation, at the instance of ce..nin of the
members of said asseciation, cauuod a
noties to be sent to the Amorican Nowa
Cumpany requesting said Amoerican
News Company to advise all newsdenl-

ers gerved by the American News Com-

pany and its branches that they would

thig-

1
1
|
|

over his business

unless all grders for all pupers shoulll!
be taken out as usual.’ |
Says Liw: Was Violated

“In the aMdavit of Den . Seitz, the
business manager of ‘The New York
World," it is stated ‘that deppnent |
jolned in tho action of other publishers |
in refusing ta sell and deliver “The |
Waorld' to the plamtiff or other deatars |
who refused to handle other New York |
papers,’ and other publishers made sim-
ilar afidavita,

“It therefore seems to be elearly ca-
taublished that, if this motion be de-
nied, and if the plaintiff ghall, pending
the trial of this action, persist in his
vefusal te receive and offer for sale
copies of *The New York American'
amd of “The New York Evening Jour-
nal” upon the same seale and display-
ing them upon hiz stand in the sane
manner to which he wes formerly ac-
lo orider and displny =uch
napers, ihe defendants, othey than the
Gtar Company, will refuse to scll to the
plaintiff copies of their respective pub-
licdtions."”
oIt is ured, on hehalf of (lie plain-
HIF, thatl the sets of 1he defendants vio-
luted the provisions of section 340 of
the general husiness law and of seetion
14 of the stock curporation law, and of
subdivisions 5 and § of section 5RO of
the penal liw.

“The plaintiff econtends that the ne-
tion of the defendants, other than the
Stur Company, in refusing to =upply
him wi heir publications unless he
shall eantinue to purchase a fixed num
her of eopies daily of ‘The New York
American’ and of “The New York Even-
ing Jdoarnal,! is an unlawful conapirdey
winl combination to prevent Wim from
eXOUCIs1E T'_J't:u conduct and conbirol

“The defendants contond thal there
isnothing illegal in their actions; thal
they are actunted simply and solely by
i desive to protect themselves asainst
what they believe to he a plan on the
part of tho plaintiff and other news-
dealers to mmdulge in a boyeatt against
such OF the papers as vefuse to rodues
the whaolesale price from $1.40 per 100
te §1.20 por 1000 and that the Star Com-
was seleeted as the first of a
servies of victims of such bhoyeott,

“IT the plaintiff be right in his con-
tention then I think he would he ens
titled to the judgment for which he
HEKR,

"1t is wigarously urged in ihe ahle
and woluminous briefs of the defend-y
unts that, in refusing to sell their
papers to the plaintiff, unless he shall

rurchase the so-called ‘Hearst’ pupcra.'| nble, out of the

they are not engaged in an unlawful
cumbination or conspirasey, but are ac-
tuated only by a desire to take all
lewful steps to protect themselves in
the conduct of their own business, In
other wards, tney contenid, as was said
in Collins vs, Ameriean News Company,
34 App. 1y, 260, at 264:

“'The defendants seek not to injure
the plaintiff, but to protect themselves.'

“No advantage, at all commensurate |
the labor involved, could be de-

with
rived from a review In this opinion of

the very numerous authorities cited by |

the defendants upon their briefs and
which they claim support their conten-
tions,

“The facts in the case as established
upon the present state of the record
can hardly be said to be in dispute,

| They eleavly poink to & combination or

conspiracy on the part of the defend-
ants to use the tremendous foree of
their united power to compel the plain-
tiff to regulate his buainess under tha
direction of the defendants at thoe
hazard af depriving him of the sup-
plies upon which his business de-
pends, and thus to prevent him from
competing with such other newadeal-
crs as wounld transsct and ecarry on
their husiness under the conditions

which the defendants should choose to |

preseribe,
the ¢ase againat the defendants
jmint action 15 in the highest degres
arbitrary, coereive and un-American.
For the purpose of this motion, [ am
constrained to hold it to be prima facie
and illegal invasion of the rights of tha
plaintiff.  Other facts may, it iz true,
develop upon the {rial which will re-
quire a different eonclusion, but the
present duty of the Court is plain,
Court Grants Motion

This

In this lies the essence of |

“Upon un apphication for the contin- |

uanee of a preliminary injunction, it is
nat necessary that & case should be
made out that would entitle the com-
plainant to relief at all eventa on tha
final hearing. If the complainant
have made out a prima facie cage, or if
from the pleadings and the affidavits
it appenrs to the Court that a case is
presented proper for its invesligation

on a final hearing., a preliminary in- |

junction may ls2sue to maintain the
status quo.

“It seems to the Court that if the
temporary  injunctions  shall not be
granted, and ir the preliminary in-
Junction contained in the order to show
eanae digsolved, this plaintitt would,
until the final determination of this
action, be deprived of the epportunity
of effering for sale the morning anid
evening newspapers published in the
City of New York, and his busitness
would suffer very materinl injury, if
it wouldd not be utterly ruined. No
rights of any of the deféndants, except
the Star Company, can he affected by
the granting of the motion. On the
contrary, if it shall bhe granted, the
other defendants will be assured of at
least one customer for their publica-
tions of whom they would, Ly their
own gombined acts, be deprived should
the motion not be granted, The de-
fendant Star Company would npot suf-
fer because the pleintilf 1now refuses
and, since lazt August, has refused to
purchass its publications,

“The motion will therefore he grrant-
ed with costs, and the injunetion pen-
dente lite prayed for will be iazued,”

“1 am no disrespecter of judicial au-
thovity, but I have found from n some-
what extended experionce that indus-
trious end clever eounsel are usually

enormous mass of
juridical writing upon the shelves of
our libraries, to pluck sentences, ex-
pressions or dieta whieh seem to|
sustain their position for the case in
hand. it should not b forgotten, how-
vver, 48 Lord Coke pointed out, that it
= always necessary Lo ‘sirengthen
opinion not with sutherity alone, but
with the two great guides, authority
and reason., [f precedents alone are
followed slavishly and without diserim-
ination, our law would soon degenerate
into a dead science, instead of being,
48 it is, a4 vital principle governing the
affairs of men in their dealings with
one atother. In the present case, I am
convineed, hoth by reason and au-
thority, that the plaintiff is right in
his position and that the defendunts
are wrong in theirs. . . .
Facts Are Established ]
“The facts in the case as established |
upon the present state of the record|
can hardly be said to be in dispute.|
They elearly point to a combination or
conspiracy ‘on the part of the defend- |
ants to use the tremendous force of |
their united power to compel the plain- |
Liff to regulate his business under the
direetion of the defendants at the!
hazard of dépriving him of the supplies
upon which his business depends, and
thus to prevent him from cumputin%
with auch other newsdealers as would
transact and carry on their buaim‘-sai
under the conditions which the de-
fendants should choose to preseribe.!
In thia lies the essence of the caso |
ngainst the defendants, Kellogg v
sowerby (supra). This joint action is |
in the highest degrée arbitrary, ¢o- |
ereive and un-American. Ior the pur-,
poses of this motion, I am constraimed
to hold it te be prims facie an illegal |
invasion of the rights of the pluimiif.i
1

1
|
|

Other facts may, it is true, develop
tipon the trial which will require a
different eonclusion, but the present |
duty of the eourt iz plain, and, as was
said by a great English judge in one
case, ‘I must forget the name of the
court in which I sit if I were to re-
fuse to grant ralief’ (See  Laord
tiranstown v. Johnston, 8 Vesey, Jri,
170)."

Tribune’s Pos_i!-ion, in
The Newsdealers® Fight
With the Publishers

The action decided vesterday againat !
the New York Publishers’ Association |
and the American News Company by
Justice Benedict grew out of the samel
situations that obliged The Trihune to|
organize its own independent delivery |
syatem, which will “econtinue. The |
Tribune's, position was stated at the
fime, on September 11, last, as iol-
lows:

“In the eourse of a campaign
spainst seditious and disloyal pub-
leations, undertaken at the urgent
request  of  the government. The
Tribune exposed the disloyalism of
the Hearst newspapera in a series of
articles entitled ‘Coiled in the Flag
—Hearg-g-s-t.!

Newsdealers Declare War.

“While The Tribune was engaged
in this work the newsdealers of
Greater New York declared war on
the Heprst newspapers, for edonomic
and patriotic reasons, All the mem-
bers of the New York Publishers
Asgsociation, except The Tribune, re-
golved to treai this action on the

bit “over here.”

“ALL ABOARD”
More-of Kentucky’s finest burley,
Nature and turned loose by Father Time.

Over 100,000,000 tins of VELVET were smoked last
year by the boys “over there” and those who did their

They liked

and Father Time do things.

Smoke mild, fragrant, cool tobacco—VELVET.

Put it in your pipe-bowl to-day.

ripened by Mother

the way Mother Nature,

part of the newsdealers as an illegal l

boycott and agreed to support Hearst |
by refusing to sell their papers to
any dealer who stopped buying the
Hearst papers. This was to say that
4 newsdesler who for any reason re-
fused to handle Hearst's *‘American’
or ‘Journal! or who reduced his daily
orders for them, could buy no other
morning or evening newspaper. The
Publishers’ Association was afraid
that if the newsdealers could ¢ er-
throw the influence of Hearst they
would be strong enough to demand |
& general reduction in the price of |
papers.

“In view of its fight agsinst the|
Hearst newspapers, which had led to|
their being denounced by the National |
hecurit_v_l.-eague and barred from many |
communities for patriotic reasons, The |
Tribune could not stand with Hearst |
commereially, The Tribune, therefore,
acting alone, announced that it would |
=eil to all newsdealers alike, without |
diserimination, whather they handled |
Hearst newspapeérs or not.

Company a Monopoly

“Thercupen the Publishers’ Associ-
ation, representing hesides the Hearst
newspapera) 'The World, *The Times,'
‘The Sun' ‘The Herald the 'Staats-
Zeitung” ‘The Evening Sun,' ‘The Even-
g World,! ‘The Evening Telegram,
‘The Mail,' ‘The Globe’ and ‘The Past,'
deereed that the circulation of The
Tribune shaould be restrained. Tt noti-

fied the Americun News Company not |

to deliver The 'I'ribune to anti-Hemrat
newadealors, The American News
Company is & monopoly snd absolutely
controls the distribution of morning
newspapers in New York, Acting on
orders from the Publishers' Associa-
tion it refused to deliver The Trikune
to newsdealers who either cancelled or
redueed their orders for the Hearst
newspapers,

“At this point The Tribune was ex-
pected to choose batween wmacrificing
its anti-Hearst poliey or losing control
of its eirculation. The Tribune chose
instead to fight it cut. The Arst step

was to meot the newsdealeys’ economie |

problem by reducing the price of
papers from $1.40 to $1.20-a hundred.

When this was announced the Amer- |

ican News Company refused to deliver

HIMEBAUGH- '
& BROWNE

g e
Booth Tarkington's

ENROD-
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'musl'n:slff slones e ‘:z
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 WHEN ORDERING

atable sauce see that you #
do not receive a substi-
tute for

-
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M
| SAUCE
| It has no equal as a de-

| lightful flavoring for
many dishes. Call for

SAUCE

THE ONLY ORIGINAL WORCESTERSHIRE

and get what vou order.
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by undertaking to organize its own dél 4
i livery system, a thing so difficult and

| costly to do that no New York morning
newspaper has ever tried it under con-

| ditiuns now existing,

| “Mennwhile Fearst has invoked the
nid of the city administgation, through
Mayor Hylan, whom the Hearst papers

The Tribune at all to any newsdealer, | pretend to have elecied to office.  Li-
i have
been - ine
junetion proceedings in the courts and
: i streets, all of
which the New York newspapers have
news col-

txcept at the old price of 2140 &, censes of santi-Heurst dealers
hundred. Havingz attempted by its | been revoked. There have
monopolistic power to dictate to whom
The Tribune should be sold, thiz organ-
fzation proposed now to say at what |
priee it <hould be sold.

"The Tribune has met thig situation

incipient rigts in the

ateadily ignored in their

umns,”

ADVERTISEMENT ]

ADVERTISEMENT

——e

AN OPEN LETTER TO WILL H. HAYS

MR, WILL H. HAYS, Chairman, National Republican Commitice,
923 Woodwurd Building, Washington, D, C.

Dear Sir: Asa |rn]ilir.‘:l| party of women voters ul'g;;jn].'r'.T to fight with
our ballots the twin dangers of woman suffrage and radicalism, we beg to
ask what the National Republican Committee expects to gain at the hands
of the people by the contradictory resolutions passed on Janguary 10, in
favor of the Federal Suffrage Amendment against and
Bolshevism ?

Surely you are aware that Socialist and Bolshevist propagandists from

and Sacialisia

Petrograd to New York are preaching syoman sulfrage, that Morris Hill-
quit and the Sacialists claim full credit for the suffrage victory in New
York State, and that they are working ceaselessly, solidly backed by the
disloyal press, to get the political weapon—the ballot—in the hands of
women. How do you propose to protect our institutions if you do not safe-
guard the polls?

It is the Socialist party that profits by women's votes. Tt is the radical
women who are fighting to get to the polls. The conservative women are
In backing woman suffrage you are playing inib the
You must know that with women voting in New

reluctant voters.
hands of the Socialists.
York, Republicans and Democrats were forced to combine in the last elee-
tion in four congressional districts as the only means of protecting Congress
from four Socialist members from Manhattan. While the Kepublican and
Democratic vote was increased only 3070 with women voting in New York
State, the Sodialist vote increased f37%:; the Socialist candidate for Gov-
crnor polling 121,705 votes in 1918 with women voting, as against 325501
1916 without woman suffrage.

By what authority do you pledge the Republican party to the Federal
Suffrage Amendment?

There has been no National Party Convention since 1916, and it then
declared for settlement by state, not national, action. It not the
Party, but the Republican candidate himself, that fastened the millstone
of the Federal Amendment about his own neck, It is amazing thar ui
Republican with a memory two years old and facing another Presidential
campaign should repeat Judge Hughes' blunder. : _

May we ask if the so-called Women's Republican I;\‘auon:ﬂ Cominittee
is really a Republican Committee or a suffrage committee?

It is reported that it “plans to take up aciive work for the imm:dly:
passage of the Federal Suftrage Amendment by the Senate” (Suffragist,
Jan. 4, 1919).
machinery (and funds) of the Republican Party as a wvehicle to further
votes fm" women, and also that your party will get the same so-called
“support” from suffragists that Judge Hughes got in 1916 after his cndorse-
ment of the amendment. Having proclaimed Judge Hughes' surrender,
and featured him on the front page of their official organ wearing a votes-
tor-women sash, and featured in another issue the Republican elephant
ridden by a woman, and waving a National Woman Suffrage banner in
his trunk, suffragists appear to have abandoned the Republican candidate
and his party.

These women wage only wrecking campaigns—campaigns of ¢limina-
tion. A candidate
surrendered enemy.

wias

This indicates that your “women's committee” will vse the

or party that capiulates to themn saerely becomes a
They threaten and attack their foes and do not sup-
port their friends and vietime.
The chief campaign speaker in the dpuble suffrage states during the
last Presidential campaign took this message to the woman voters:
“Now let us not be misunderstood.
pro-Republican, pro-Socialist, or pro-Prohibition,
pro-Woman. , . .

We are not pro-Hughes,
We are sinply
We are appealing to those women who have
obtained the franchise and are asking them to hold their votes as &
sulip ower all parties.”
After election the official organ of their party stated editorially:
(urs
was a campaign in which it made no diflerence who was elected.
We did not endorse any candidate. We did oot care who
We were simply pro-Woman, What we did try w
do was to try to organize a protest vote against Mr. Wilson's atti-
tude toward woman suffrage.” (Suffragist, Nov. 11, 1916.)

You will recall the intensive campaign sufiragists waged i1 double
suffrage states against President Wilson (who thien stood like a rock agsinst
the amendment). In spite of their wrecking campaign, every state, except
Orégon, where women had full suffrage was carried by Mr. Wilson.

We cannot believe that as chairman of the National Pepublican Com-
mittee and responsible for the outcome of the campaign vou would euvn-
nive at the use of the Republican Party as a suffrage tool.

You remember that it was so used by Governor Whitman in New
York in 1917. The New York 8un, a Republican paper, deseribed the
New York Legislature and Governor Whitman as “roped, thrown and ticd
by the suffs.”” When Governor Whitman came before the men ard women
voters for re-election in November, he ran 180,000 behind his ticket Hyp-
state,” and polled 16,000 fewer votes in New York City w
than in 1916 from men alone.

" Recent elections, both National and State, prove one of two things:
.!:ll].ler suffragists cannot deliver their “Woman's Vote,” or, if they da,
it is foo gmall to count in the whole woman electorate,

--mplr_f :;:f::g-l::‘sda:;"ai:;‘ct t; :xt;n.d the ﬁcll'i of their operations, and o

] publican Party throughout the country, its
candidates may expeet the fate of Judge Hughes and Governor Whitman.
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"We were not concerned with the result of the election.
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